Table 8--Receipts of Producer Milk and Related Statistics, by Federal Milk Order Marketing Area, September 2001, with Comparisons

Number of Producers

Receipts of Producer Milk

Average Daily

Component Test of Producer Milk 1/

Federal Milk Order Order Delivery Per Somatic Cell
Marketing Area Number Total Change from 2001 2000 Change from Producer Butterfat Noqfat Protein Other Count 1/
Prev. Year Prev. Year Solids Solids

Count Million pounds Percent Pounds Percent Thousand
Northeast 001 16,996 19 1,976 1,835 7.6 3,875 3.61 8.66 2.99 5.67
Appalachian 005 4,131 -12 508 469 8.4 4,103 3.60
Southeast 007 4,994 -152 588 563 4.4 3,927 3.64
Florida 006 316 -15 200 204 -1.9 21,090 3.65
Mideast 033 11,159 286 1,323 1,259 5.0 3,952 3.62 8.73 3.04 5.69 411
Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 15,363 -1,999 1,787 1,708 4.6 3,876 3.66 8.72 3.03 5.70 363
Central 2/ 3/ 032 10,085 -1,639 1,408 1,332 5.7 4,653 3.65 8.75 3.06 5.69 363
Southwest 2/ 126 761 =77 674 682 -1.1 29,526 3.58 8.70 3.05 5.65 367
Arizona-Las Vegas 131 120 -8 223 229 -2.7 62,006 3.61
\Western 2/ 135 767 4 447 291 53.8 19,448 3.56 8.78 3.06 5.72
Pacific Northwest 124 1,253 212 610 598 2.0 16,233 3.62 8.75 3.05 5.70
All Markets Combined 4/ 65,945 -3,381 9,745 9,171 6.3 4,926 3.63 8.72 3.03 5.68 376

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing systems for paying producers.
Figures for Somatic Cell Count are available only for those orders which adjust producer payments for this item.
2/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2000 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
3/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2001 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
4/ May not add due to rounding. Figures for Component Test and Somatic Cell Count are the weighted average of the individual market figures.
The weighting factors are the applicable pounds in total producer milk receipts.




